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put; no import restrictions, no subsidies and
no immigration limitations. The market
must be free; the mobility of labor must be
unhamipered throiighout thé world; and no
grtificial props or favors must be supplied to
any factor of production. Otherwise the
operation of the theory would be faulty to
an incalculable degree.
Interferences such as those represented
by minimum wage and maximum hour laws,
-pereage controls, and price supports, tariffs,
immigration guotas, control of interest
rates, monopoly, etc., would be taboo. Such
intrusions into the free play of economic
forces would upset the nafural balance and
mock the free-trade principle. Inefficien-
cles might be ghielded and Pperpetuated.
" In the world as it is and as it developed,
innurmerable interférerices have nevertheless
in fact been instituted and exerclsed.
Countless varleties of coiitrols, probibi-
“tions, Fegulations and lcenses, differing in
many lnstances from country to country,
heve proliferated over the landscape of his-
tory and the end is not yet. More and more,
economic planning is being substituted for
the free market forces. These numerous
and far-sweeping interferences make deter-
minations of relative Industry and agricul-
tural efficiency a Hopéless éxcursion into the
- deep Togs 6f dublious sconomics.
- How then determine which industry or
farm crop enjoys either an’ absolute or a
comparzative advantage, free from blas, dis-
-tortlon,’ political favoritism, or artificial
support? o B :
" What the economic planners overlook is
that we &an no longef 100K to the free play
of market forces to agsute a “more effective
-allocation_of resotirces” because the hand
. of GoverAment has interfered too exten-

- glvely with these fofces. “Therefore the bene-
fits of the law of comparative advantage
“would devolve upon the felicitous exercise
“of good Judgmeht by the planners rather
than the automatic operation of free market

forces. 'And there is the rub. ”
‘he &conomic world Has growh Up inin-
 ternational compaftim®nts, many of them on
R U t “levels.  'The  degree of insulation
s#led, but The International free play
“economic forces 1§ 4 myth far removed

s reatity, Pe

Fténstve. In other cases
&"*8F varletles have been
M'?if”’uﬁréi_}i”shloned foreign

zed,
pEtLt
: n¥iy ‘GuF tarl (with such ex-
a8 & tariff Tor revénue only, as when
nist we levied a duty on coffee) has
) ; recogrilzed the principle of abso-
Tute ddvantage in foreign production by the
. provision 6F a fibéral frée list. Coffee, ba-
“nangs, cocoa, tea snd other products that we
‘cotild only prodiice 4t o distinct disadvan-
“tage, have been Imported on duty-free basts
“for many ‘years. " Also, such minerals as tin,
¢opper ore, asbestos, ores of gold, silver, iron;
" “nickel, platinum, chrome and. cobalt; uncut
diamonds, chalk, cosl, asphialt, plaster rock,
tc., are mttted Iree of duty.
Taw Hiatérials such as
W Silk, raw furs, aood
and Hewspring, logs, cork,
‘rubbet, sisal, jute, essential oils, tan-
: materlals, efe., are tiéated in the same
‘rnapner,” Tina fish, shrimp, lobsters, sheil-
“figh, agricultural” implements, typewriters,
. ‘neddles, shingle
 fhems on the tree i |
" oday some 40 percetit of Guf impoits rep-
resent items om which

= ! 1
niport compettion, I is assumied

" by the Iree trade advocates that If the duty

- Approved
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sfitieal interferences have

“shingles, barbed wire, are other
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on all these products were removed the law
of comparative advantage would automati~
out the less efficient industries.

The industries at the bottom of efficlency
would be driven out of business and as a
result our capital, land, and labor would
be devoted to the remaining more efiicient
ones.

As an exercise in blissful theory such
reasoning is unassailable. If, however, we
are cruel enough to measure the theory by
the yardstick of economic and political real-
ity it assumes a different aspect. Several
rough boulders lie in the path of the theory
and they are well imbedded and not easily
moved. !

Were it possible to unwind the economic
reel back to the beginning of economic time
and then rewind it under circumstances of
laissez faire, thus leaving the market forces
to do their work freely, protecting nothing
and no one against the rudeness of those
forces, it might be possible to assess the
value of free trade and its fruits.

This must, of course, forever remain im-
possible because we cannot unwind history
and then rewind it to suit our fancy.

Therefore the fact is that even though
industry and agriculture in this country de-
veloped under relatively free market condi-
tions, both nevertheless were either the hene-
ficlaries or victims of various interferences,
such as the tariff (throughout our history as
a nation), immigration restrictionism (since

" the early decades of this century), land

grants to railroads, various specific subsi-
dies, etc. Then there were interferences in
the form of regulations, such as antitrust
laws, to assure that freer play of market
forces; for experience with monopolies had
demonstrated that free market forces them-
selves could be used by competent manipu-
1ators to control other market forces. There~
fore to preserve free market forces, the
Government stepped in to protect the in-
nocent market forces against market forces
-that were cannibalistic or at least regarded
" ag predatory.

This was followed in the past three dec-
ades with far-reaching interferences by the
Government to the point where we can no
longer claim to have a free market. We have
freedom within rather rigid limitations, with
some segments or areas enjoying more free-
dom. than others.

How conceivably unravel the relative de-
-gree of efficiency and inefficlencies within
and among our industries today? Some in-
dustries are highly concentrated -and so
great in size that indlvidual companies with-
in them are as large as half a dozen smaller
whole industries combined. (Compare the

automotive Industry with book manufactur-

ing, cutlery, luggage, wire, pottery, wallpaper,
etc,) Other industries count among their
companles huge ones alongside of those
classed as medium and others that are small.
Vet these “small” ones may be larger ‘than
the large ones of other smaller industries.
Yet other industries, because of the limlta-
tion of the whole market, can boast only
of-relatively small companies; for example,
maXkers of clothespins,

Where then is a yardstick of efiiciency to
be found? Efficient or inefficient compared
with what? Should a small company in
the textile industry be compared with Gen-
eral Motors or Du Pont? Or should it be
compared with a small company of another
industry? .

But what If the two Industries, measured
by the law of comparative advantage, are
not of the same level of efficlency? May
‘not a small company in an “inefficient” in-
dustry in fact be more efficient (in the sense
of management and progressiveness) than
‘another company of the same size In an
“efficient” industry?

Strangely enough the economists who
speak of “inefficlency” of an industry do
not provide a bill of particulars. Oh, they
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may say that managément s inefficient, but
to say that is only to utter so many words.
Wherein is the management inefficient? In
finance, administration, production, ‘adver-
tising, sales, storekeeping, accounting, and
in what specific operatlons in any specific
department? The economists would rather
be much more general in their indictments.

Let us say, for example, that the industry
dedicated to handmade glassware is ineffi-
cient in the economlc sense, ie., it has not
adopted or discovered the technological
methods that would bring it to the fore-
front. Is it not possible that individual
companies in the industry could be as effi-
cient managerially as another company that
operates in the manufacture of electron-
jes? Obvicusly this not only could be pos-
sible but may be expected to be found in
more instances.than one.

Yet, without any investigation the glass-
ware industry would be classified as ineffi-
clent, By that measure every industry was
at one time ineficient. This was true of the
cigarette industry, of the carriage industry,
the pretzel industry and hundreds of others.
Then, not by any schedule but by the magic
chance of invention someone discovered a
revolutionary mechanical principle and the
inefiicient industry was sprung to the fore-
front of “efficiency” in the sense of jump-
ing into the technological vanguard.

Had such industries been condemned to die
in a naked combat with imports. before tech-
nological invention lifted them out of the list
of ineficient industries we would have lost
them to our economy. Yet today there are
many other such industries that would be
unseasonably condemned to death and our
economic diversity would suffer.

When will table glassware be made by
machinery? It is already so made. Yet there
15 n consumer demand for the more artistic
workmanship and individual design that
only handicraft can supply. The same can
be sald of certaln items of pottery and other
consumer products. Should industries of
this type be doomed, thus sacrificing the skill
and artistry that not only add to the cholce
in household decoration but also give far
greater satisfaction to the working artisans
than turning a screw or pushing a button?
Moreover, other countries continue to make
glassware and other products of this type.
Are they then more efficient economically
than our producers merely because they can
undersell us? Evidently not, because they
are slso technologically in the backwaters,
Are they then more efficient as artisans, as
gkillful workers?

How measure this? The only present effec-
tive measure is the price at which they can
lay down their products in this country.
The theoretical economist will jump to the
unjustified conclusion that if the domestic
industry cannot compete with imports it
thereby convicts itself automatically of rela-~
tive inefficiency. Can this be a proper ver-
dict? The least that could be demanded
would be a showing of the relative hourly
output of the domestic and the foreign ar-
tisans. Unquestionably it would be found
that the American artisan would at least
equal his foreign competitior. .

The principal difference then would be
found In the price of labor; and it 1s here
that the American industry would reflect the
higher cost. The American worker receives
from 3 to 10 or more times the wages of his
foreign counterpart (Canada excepted).

Should American industries of this type
be sacrificed on the. altar of comparative
advantage? Must we vacate industry after
industry (1) because our wages are higher
than the foreign pay even if our artisans
are as eficient as their forelgn competitors
but are condemned as “economically inef-
ficient;” (2) because for the time being
modern technology has not yet erased the
demand for the more artistic, warmer, and
more equisite product of skilled craftsmen;
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B (8) because our labor must not waste
ita- time with antig
-shoyld be retralned for advanced jobs for
'Which many other workers are already walt-
ibg and panting in the pool of futillty?
Application fo the principle of compara.
#ve advantage in practice would, as already
] impose a superhuman burden. The
Americap coal Indusiry, already mentloned,
is the most efclent In the world in point
ol putput per man-hour because of Its
hehemoth machines developed in recent
78afs. The output per man-hour has
doubled in s ltile over 10.years and the

of mineworkers more than cut in

: hﬂ! ¥et the industry is counted as in-

¥

ficlent in the economic sense because pe-
oleum. and natural gas and residual fuel
-oll are less coatly to produce, Therefore, by
- the theory of comparative eficlency or ad-
vantage, the coal industry should go the way

. of the dingaapr. . . . .. ... .
...;¥et, should the Industry be abandoned,
-1, would release more than 150,000 coal
miners and much _cspital and machinery.
“ onds that haul coal would suffer, etc.
Morgover, the competitive fuels are not in-
ustible. In a decade It might become
‘meécegaary to reopen the coal mines, and that

- wauld indeed be a costly undertaking.
-, .Xet such Is the imperative of the theory

that these risks would have to be run if .

we are tobe true tojt, L )
., .~What then is the worth of a theory that
crumbles {f it is touched by the finger-
ﬁptohnf reality? Oh, it acts as a guide on a
path that cannot in most cases be followed.
... The slavish devotion of the free-trade
. scenomlists to thelr theorles only underlines
. Re more clearly than thelr separation

from realjty, o
Considering the rapld movement of mod-
' arn technology, it should be very clear that
the law. of comparative advantage would
have only temporary valldity in many felds.
- ¥et 1t 18 the very cornerstone of the free
/trade structure. Did not Japan enjoy a
gréat advantage {n silk production? What
;happened to this circumstance? Was. not
our own southern cotion king for many
. yeaTra? Where does it stapd today? Did the
. law of sbsolute advantage save it? What
pened to Chilean nitrates? Where in the
;Industrial ranks Is crude rubber today? How
long can Australia expect to rest so much of
her econ dependence on wool? Yet here

. were products in which forward advantage

once resided not so long age. How would
free irade have preserved them?

: we find it necessary to subsidize
rayw cotton at 81 cents per pound in order to

s €xport It. Where in the scale of compara-

/

' Bd

tive advantage does our cotton culture
stand todsy? Where is the economlist’s pre-
ecription? Is the doctrine of free trade not

‘ beoom?ln.g Irrelevant in the technological
world

. Today 1t la possible that an American in-
dusiry may be ruinously menaced by im-
" ports of products of a crassly Lnefiictent for-
eign industry that may enjoy very little of
%e,true economic pdvantages demanded by
¢ principles of free trade. Such a foraign
- jndustry might In fact be hard put to ex-
plaln 1its competitive advantage on ANy
groufid other than lower wages. This {s not
81 8pononiic advantage of the kind contem-
Plated by Adam Smith. The foreign indus-
try might have less advanced machinery, op-
- eérate under antiquated methods, and aghere
to & more pedestrian pace of production.
Should it pay the Amerlean scale of wages,
1t t be hopelessly out of the competitive
Tack, " Yet an American industry unable to
K. e with such a foreign industry would
"be condemned as ineMclent,
IT the principle of free trade were Indeed
‘honestly applied, the laws of economlcs
waﬂﬁ in reality be vialated it such a foreign
Industry ‘'were permitted to subdue the

American producer, The law of economic

uated methoda but.

. o]

b

progress would be set back. The very in-
.centive to progress would be smothered, and
the laurels would go, not to the deserving
contestant, but to the economic laggard.

When such unequal competitive forces are
thrown against each other the reason must
be political or anything but economlic; it
cannot be justified by the Iaw of comparative
advantage or any good principle of free
trade.

8uch justification is a pernicious practice
since it drapes the mantle of supposed re-
spectabllity over the shoulders of a program
that is fast becoming Indefensible,

The free market, such as we had of it was
good. It was under its dispensation that
this coun easily gained the industrial
leadership of the world: but we cannot re-
store it by undoing the tariff while binding
down free enterprise in other vital Bectors,
thus it less competitive.

The visible result of ignoring this fact
may be seen In the reluctance of domestic
capital to venture at home, preferring in
many instances the foreign sofi. By con-
fronting our producing enterprises on a
broad front with rising import competition
that will conteat any expanded market for
increased domestic output with us, thus
pinching down the profit incentive, we are
lowering the horiron of our econamic growth
and displacement of workers by
. The latter theoretically should

wlead to greater eventual employment but

will not do s0 when industry cannot reap
its own reward but is doomed to see its hope
of profit dissipated in an uneven battle with
imports advantaged by wage rates that would
be illegal in this country,

Why we insist on weighting down our pro-
ducing industries with handicaps that award
the greatest cost advantage, namely, lower

' wage costs per unit of production, to their

foreign competitors, is a question that could
only be answered by a psychoanalysis of the
governmental free-trade doctrinaires,
The law of comparative advantage has al-
ready been burled beneath a mesh of eco-
ic controls. It has been rendered im-
ent as a usable guide in a world in which
technology renders yesterday’s advantage ob-

. solete, or springs a chronie isggard industry

Into the front ranks tomorrow. Why play
as if the law still had a meaning outside the
fleld of theory when bushels of domestic
legislation contradict its very foundations
every year? And when political considera-
tions keep it handcuffed and tethered by a
shoyt leash? . . .
This rock on which free trade rests should
be sent to & museurn as a curfosity of classt-
cal economics and as a handy pawn used by
pragmatic economists for purposes of thelir
own,

V -
The Kennedy-s Jpported Coup in Vietnam

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

oF

HON. STEVEN B. DEROUNIAN

OF NXW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, October 22, 1963

Mr. DEROUNIAN. Mr. Spenker, we
all know that President Kennedy has two
standards for military juntas. If they
are anti-Communist, he delays recogni-
tion but if the junta has assassinated
six antl-Communists of the previous
‘government, he immediately recognizes
them.

With all the managed news in the
United States, regarding the situation
in Vietnam, it is refreshing to submit
herewith an editoripl which app!eared in
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the Tablet on November 7, an article
from yesterday’s Washington Daily News
by William F. Buckley, Jr., and an edi-
torlal from the Washington Evening Star
of November 7.
The editorials and articles follow:
[From the Tablet, Nov, 7, 1963}
A FAITHFUL ALLY MURDERED

The American people, we dare say, do not
share the satisfaction of many Washington
officlals and their political mouthplieces over
the coup which destroyed the Diem regime
in South Vietnam. Aside from the foul mur-
der of Diem and his brother—outrageous
crimes which the new regime contemptibly
called suicide—it must not be forgotten that
the United States owed a tremendous debt to
Ngo Dinh Diem,

It was this murdered ruler who from 1842
to 1850 In World War IT fought the Japa-
nese occupation of Vietnam, opposed the
continuance of French rule and spurned an
alllance with Ho Chi Minh, the Victnamese
Communist leader. In 1852, threatened by
both French and native Communists, he left
his homeland, lived in exile in the United
States until he could return to Vietnam in
1654. Then by public demand—and on the
insistence of John Foster Dulles, U.S. Sec-
retary of State—he accepted the premiership
under the playboy Emperor Bao Dal. He
tought for the Ilberty of the people, destroyed
the private armies oppressing the populace,
and on October 23, 1955, by courageous lead-
ership, achleved a popular referendum. He
won; Bao Dal was exiled; South Vietnam
became a republic, and Diem became the
head of state.

In 1980 he defeated disgruntled military
and civilian elements who sought to destroy
democratic rule. In 1861 he called for an
election so0 that the people could exercise a
volce in the running of the government, and
he was overwhelmingly reelected for a sec-
ond term.

Six months later, October 19, 1961, Diem
clted the Communists as a rising menace to
South Vietnam, and recefved power from the
national assembly to rule by decree In or-
der to malntain natlonal security, In De-
cember of 1961 he received military support
from President Kennedy and large financial
help from the United States. In February
of 1962 he defeated an attempted coup.

That is the written record of the man
who was betrayed last Priday and murdered
by individuals whose Ilives he saved and
whose liberty he protected. Well, indeed,
and to his credit, U.S. Senator MIKE Mans.
FIELD, majority leader, uniquely asserted: “I
am shocked and grieved to hear of the death
of President Ngo Dinh Diem, an old and val-
ued friend. He was a man oigreat Integrity
and great patriotism. It is sad, indeed, that
such & man should be the victim of an atro-
clous erime.” .

Unhonored, unsung ahd scarcely men-
tioned by officlal Washington was the man
who singlehandedly rallled Vietnam to the
free world's slde, after the great powers
had cynically written it off to communism,
as far back as the 1959 Geneva Conference.
He rendered the world a great service in the
fight against the Red pestilence, and should
have been applauded for his moral, coura-~
geous and Intelligent leadership.

Diem had his faults. In recent years he
made eénemles. His judgment at times was
open to criticlam. His brother, it is said,
made his path difficult and gave hils oppo-
nents issues over which to assail him. How-
ever, i1t is sad but undoubtedly correct to
state that the present administration in
Washington, through a frequently blunder-
ing State Department, was not an Innocent
bystander in last Friday’s coup. This was
not a united movement to destroy Diem for,
while some U.8. oficials maintained the war
in Vietnam was golug badly, others—Gen.
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‘Paul D. Harkins, comifiander of the 16,000
“American advisers” in that country—assert-
ed the day before the coupthat victory was
only months away. In addition, Secretary
of Defense McNamara and Gen. Maxwell Tay-
lor, Chairman of the Joints Chiefs of Staff,
after a survey on the scene asserted that by
the end of 1965 the Communist Vietcong
guerrillas would be defeated. None of these
men said Diem, or his family, was an insup-
erable drag upon milltary success. Despite
this expert téstimony, ‘however, the follow-
ing chaln of events was eﬁectnve in helping
to pull the rug from Diem’s feet:

1. Liberal correspondents in Salgon car-
ried on a contintial war against the Vietnam
regime and the family of the chief of state.

2. The Upper level of the U:S. State De-
‘partment, the Saigon offices of foreign aid
and the U.S. information agencies, and even
 the White House itself, engaged in the dis-

paragiig campaign.

3. The drive picked up speed with the first
self-immolation by a Buddhist in Saigon,
A cry of religlous “tepression” -was made,

. The Vietnam regime insisted it was a local
disturbance, based on politics, to discredit
the governmenit, :

4, On the nights of August 24—25 the U.S.
State Department officlals sent a cable, which
was'broadcast by the USIA, assajling Diem
and extended to the people of Vietnam an

" invitation to oust the government.

b. On September 2, President Kennedy, in
his television interview with Walter Cron-
kite, censured Diem and hinted at the need
of changes In personnel in the regime.

8. Twenty-two U.S. Benators, most of them

professed 1iiberals, signed & manifesto de- ~

manding the end of all American aid to the
- Diem regime unless 1t reformed, and other
groups, taking the cue, printed anti-Diem

~statements and advertisements in U.S. pa-’

pers—most of which were based on bigotry.
’ 7 Mme, Nhu came to the United States
to plead the governiment’s cause. A bril-
lant and patrlotic woman, she was ostra-
clzed by the administration and harassed by
Governmetit mouthpieces all over the coun-
“try. Her father was induced to resign his
diplomati¢ post in ‘Washington, and her sis-
ter was ‘enlisted to jJoin the campaign to
discredit her and the Saigon members of the

: fami y.

“'Phese varlous actions of US otncials cre-
&}ed not only “dn Unfriendly climate and
’antagon{stic atmosphere but also pressures
Which: haa plenty to do wlth creatlng an

g § 0f the administration de-
“the ‘military coups. In Santo Do-
Hohdras, and refusing to recog-
) W regimes there, while on the

other Hahd there 1s talk of Immediate recog-
- nition of thosé résponsible for the coup in

South Vietham, Iicluding the accomplices in’

-‘the murder of The President and his brother.
1% wili be re¢aNed the lives of the rulers of
: ‘D mingo ‘211d Honduras were spared
y the lea,aers 6f the coups in those
couﬂk‘cries, )

i The Amerlcan ‘tonseience 1s stirred by
“what has‘h €ieéd 1 Vietnam, and it will
live wit s, el a8 with people all over

‘A

& “flme a1l 'of us hope the new
“South Vietnam will carry on the
war continually and successtully against the
‘Commumist énemy, a8 Dtem did, for that
.is not only the hopé& 6f all of us but the
v.prlma,ry plank 1n the p‘lat:iorm of the new
regime .

: [From the W shlngton'baily News Nov"la

Mr, D
15 danclng 1n t‘he streets o: Sa,igon and as

and Mr, Nhui and there’

a matter of fact, In the streets of New York
and Washington, and other centers of civi-
lization, If the dances were a little in-
hibited, perhaps it 1s because Mme. Nhu still
lives—if she too had been murdered, the
joy would have been unconfined.

As it Is, she was alive when it happened,
in Los Angeles with her daughter, at the end
of a grueling tour of this country during
which she tried to make two points to the
American public, namely (1), that the Diem
regime’s iniquities were largely fabricated,
and.- (2), that the Diem regime’s survival was

central to the success of the anti-Communist’

operation in southeast Asia. Then at one
stroke she lost her husband, her brother-
in-law, her home, ‘her mission. Time
marches on, what?

The Widow Nhu charges that her family
and regime were killed, actually, in Wash-~
ington. The lady must be allowed poetic
license, -She does not mean to say that
American bullets killed her family—1I should
say, American executioners: the bullets un-
doubtedly were made in the United States—
but rather that her family was killed as a
resuit of American policy. The genteel way
to put it wes of course formulated by the
New York Times. American activities, sald
the Times, “helped to prepare the psycho-
logical atmosphere for the coup.”

Madam Nhu keeps insisting that her family
was the administrative soul and spirit of
the fight against the Communists, and the

prosecutor counters by saying: How can that.

he? Considering that the people of South
Vietnam danced in the streeis at the news
of their downfall? But one might answer,
such are the ways of the people. They dance
at the revolution, and they dance at the
regtoration. They danced In the streets of
Peiping when Chiang Kal-shek was driveh
away by the Communists. Well, but surely
we will now have stability in South Vietnam,
a stabliity which we can harness into ef-
fective anti-Communist action without the
distractions of a despot who kept outraging
world opinion.

Are we indeed so sure? That is what they
sald after Syngman’ Rhee's ouster from
Korea——do you remember him? He, too, like
Mr. Diem, was revered as the George Washe
ington of his country, but he, too, grew
~despotic and corrupt, and was finally ousted.
And what happened? In the succeeding 5
years there have been three different govern-
ments in South Korea, and the current one
is giving ws most trouble of all, ~ )
-~~There are two ways of looking at the Diem
fegime. The one way focuses exclusively on
its sins {as measured according to the West-
ern code). It remains a mystery just ex-
‘actly what they are, though if Mr. Diem. did
not sin he probably would be the first ruler
since St. Louis who hasn't. Take the version
most scarlet of his sins, and even then he

cannot compare in venalily with such other .

despotisms—Ceylon’s, Burma’s, Indonesla’s,
to name three countries in the immedlate
area—agalnst whom no hue and cry is raised.

The second standard calls for focusing on
the relatlve performance. of Mr, Diem. As
to that, listen to the majority leader of the
Senate of the United States, the Democratic
Benator MIKE MaNsFIELD, Who said of him the
day after he had died that he was ‘“‘a coura~
geous MWan,” a “man of integrity,” a “great
‘patriot.” )

But that Is not enough these days in the
court of public opinion. He was something
else again quite utterly disqualifying. He
was a relentless, undeviating, acting, fighting
antl-Communlst. That is the besetting sin
‘of our time, and few can survive it. Anti~
“OomElnlsts ~ who unflinchingly support
American programs tend to end up -(Diem)

- »With bullets in their heads; or (Rhee) exiled;

_or (Chiang) puppétized; or (Salazar) be-

“leaguered. In international politics, a strong -

and purposive friendship for this country
and its International purposes tends to lead
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to what one might call the American way
of death. )

[From the Washington Even-ing Sta.r,_Nov. 7
. : 1963 .

* REmMaINS To Br SEEN

With a line of reasoning almost teo con-
voluted to -be comprehended, a clague of
commentators has been hailing the coup in
South Vietnam as a great and shining tri-
umph in the field of American foreign policy.
Maybe so, but we doubt it. We think this is
a situation in which everybody would be well
advised to keep in mind the overworked but
quite useful phrase about how it remains to
be seen. .

It reméins to be seen, for example, whether
the new regime will actually be as effective

" as that of the late President Diem in 8ghting
the Communists. One must hope that it
will be, but there are no absolute assurances
on that score. What also remaling to be seen
is how the so-called Buddhists—the ones
who are far more political than religious—
will cooperate with the “revolutionary’” gov-
ernment in Saigon, which has brutally dis~
posed of Mr. Diem and his brother, both orice
hailed as heroes in our official literature.

What remains to be seen, too, is how the
Chinese Communists will exploit the South
Vietnamese mess. 'There are disquieting in~
dlcations that they are bent on using Bud-
dhism—which is based on a helief In God—
to support Red atheism by stirring up fur-
ther strife in places lke Laos, which seems
to be verging on the edge of disintegration.
Peiping, in any case, has been playing host
to a gathering of “Buddhists” from all parts
of Asia, and this gathering—harshly anti~
American in tone—has made noises suggest-
ing that “monks” and *‘priests” will be used
to advance communism’s cause.

What is ironical about all this is that the
Chinese Communists, during their rape of
Tibet a few years ago, destroyed over 1,000
Buddhist monasteries. Accordingly, to put
1t mildly, the “Buddhists” who are now play-
ing Pelping’s game in Vietnam and.the rest
of Asia need to be given a very hard look.
Beyond that, wé¢ must reckon with the fact
that a lot of people over there, seeing how
we have dealt with the Diem regime, must
feel just a little bit uneasy about cooperat~
ing with us., To that extent, despite the
enthuslastic commentators, what has hap- -
pened in Saigon seems something less than a
development our country can gloat over or

‘ feel proud of, -

Tired of It All.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS -
 om :

HON. THOR C. TOLLEFSON

OF WASHINGTON
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, November 13, 1963

Mr. TOLLEFSON. Mr. Speaker, an
editorial appearing in the November 10
issue of the Sunday Star sets out the sen-
timents of a great many Americans, in-
cluding myself. I am inserting it in the
Recorp for the information of those
Members who may not have seen it:

TmEp oF IT ALL

President, Kennedy, in accepting a distin-
guished service award from a Protestant
group, got in the following plug for his for-
eign aid program:

“I think the American people are willing
to shoulder this burden * * *. Some say they
are tiring of this task, or tired of world
problems, or tired of hearing those who re-
celve our ald disagree with our diplomacy.
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But what kind of spirit is that? Are we
#ired of living In a free world? Do we expect
to make it over in our own image? Are we
‘polig to quit now because there are prob-
iems not yet solved?” .

The implication here 1s that the American
" people’ (who have heen lugging the foreign
ald load for 17 years) are ready, willing, and
happy to keep on lugging it. Some other
- President, 17 years in the future, may be
!&Ving pret.ty much the same thing. But we

7 h our bellet that the American people
£r mos} of them, are sick and tired of foreign
#1d, They are fed up with doling out billions
in American tax dollare to people who
couldn’'t care less abput what we In this
country like to speak of as the American way
of lfe. They are bored to tears with the
threadbare argument that the Communists
will take over the world unless we pay the
bills far countries which don't know or care
Which team they are playing on, assuming
that they are willing to play on any team.
Mr, Khrushchev can't even feed his own
people.  Why not let him try this toreign
&id load for size?

T sum up, we think tha Amarican peOple.
88 1ar as forelgn aid 1s concerned, have just
about had it. Aund we baven't the slightest
.doubt that it is this more than anything else
which underlies the atidtude. of Congress—
an attitude which the Presldent either can't
or won't ynderstand.

This Congress, of course, will pass & forelgn
aid bil. But the appropriation will be
sharply cut back. And it should be. The

es8 will go down in history {with
grp ause), i it begins the quick phasing out

Torefgn afd, And we do not belleve that

the rest of the world, without the Yankee

olfa_.r,wmgoclthextopotortothe

IN THE HOUSE OF BEPR.ESENTATIVES
Thursday, Noyember 14, 1963

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, an out-
standing pewspaper in my congressional
district, the St. Joseph (Mo.) News-
‘fomi‘;f recently gave itf e%ﬁ;ialﬂs?gdport
' or T ges

BS I g‘g eaby H.R. 8718 and HR. 87117.
Under leave to extend my remarks, 1
mcmde this editorial: . )
s Oﬁxvxnmmnmdum
"> AN "6f us pay heed to the vast slums ear-
matked for forelgn aid. We raise our voices
in disagpproval. All of us pay heed in the
mt syms earmarked for military outlay.

9 tapiﬂy approve this protection of our
‘homeland and our own eelf defense. But
we are prone to disregard Federal salaries
:z:re at home that 1ong have been dlnregard-

An outstanding muuma nr underpam
bosts are Fec{e:a.l Jjudgeshlps. The last in-
crense granted US. fudges was in 1955. At
“that time the locrease only partially correct-
‘et the salary imbelance then existing. To-
‘day thoea salaries are completely out of line
~with the economic and oficial needs of those
serving in our judi¢lary branch of Govern-
ment.

Congress 1s being urged to include Federal
judges and Members of Congress in the pend-
ing legislation to ralse the pay scale for
postal workers and classified civil service em-
ployees. Copgressman Mozals UpaLL, Arizona

Democrat, and Congresaman Joxt BROYHILL,
Virginia Republican, introduced omnibus
bills (H.R. 87168 and H.R. 8717) last month
urging this inclusion.

The proposed judiclal salary increases
would ralse district, customs and tax court
Judges from $32,500 to $35,000 annually.
Judges of the U.8. circuit courts and. other
appellate courte would be ralsed from $25,-
500 to $40.600. Assoclate Justices of the
Supreme Court.would recelve $50,000 yearly
instead of the present $35,000. The Chlief
Justice, who now recelves $35,500 would re-
celve $50,500.

We want our judicial system to be the
finest possible. To have this we must have
good men In high judiclal posts. Men of
legal stature deserve comparable remunera-
tion. Yet we see highly qualified, highly
competent men leaving private practice to
accept Federal judgeships that pay them a
salary below the worth of their educational
ability. Flve Federal judges, one in eastern
Missouri, come quickly to mind who left
private practice in the 885,000 bracket to
accept Federal judgeships.

It we are to retain the best minds in Fed-
eral judgeships we are going to have to pay
them their worth. The public should sup-
port the measure before Congress to secure
better salaries for our Federal judges.

Should Military Operations Be in Charge
of Career Military Officers or Tempo-
rary Civilian Appointees? :

EX’I'ENSION OF REMARKS

HON CRAIG HOSMEB

: "oF CALI¥ORNIA
IN THE BO}IBE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, October 24, 1963
- Mr., HOSMER. Mr. Speaker, Vice
Adm. L. B. 8abin, U.B. Navy, retired,
during his active career conducted with

-great brilliance the evacuation of French

ITndo-China and several other touchy
military operations at remote overseas

Jocations. He acquitted himself and the

Nation with honor. He had been trained
for this work throughout his lifetime in
the service. That, in fact, 18 what the
Nation has, in the past, trained its mil{~
tary officers to do. No matter what to-
day’'s so-called defense intellectuals say,
there is no substitute for mature judg-
ment. and.decisive action at the scene
of a crisis, If this Nation is to continue
to be & winner, it must continue to adhere
to those techniques which have proven
successful, In a communication in the
Novembher issue of U.8. Naval Institute
Proceedings, Admiral S8abin eloquently
argues this point as follows:

The career military officer i8 in a highly
;eecmuzed and very complex profession.

ars of education and training have gone
into meking him a flag officer, and during
those years he has probably been subjected
to the most rigid selectivity In the world,
The civilian Secretaries come and go. For
a transitory Becretary of Defense or his
equally transitory civilian assistants to
quallfy themselves as military operational
experts in the few years they hold office is
fiot only nonsense—it is dangerous non-
sense, The fact that & man has made s
successful career out of directing the busi-
ness of & large corporation no more gualifies
bim as an expert in military operationa than
does & guccessful military career. qud:ily an

e
~
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officer to direct the affairs of a large cor-
poration.

The ridiculous bugaboo that it is necessary
to crack down on the generals and flag of-
ficers to remind them of our National tradi-
tlon of civillan control over the military
18 just so much fantasy., To use this as an
excuse for the Increasing intrusion by the
civilian secretariat into the field of military
operations is egually fantastic. The military
of this Nation are not now nor have they
ever been a threat to the proper and legal
control traditionally exercised by their civil-
lan political masters. Quite to the contrary,
they are and have always been the most
ardent supporters of this wholly proper con-
cept of Government. It makes good news
copy to report that a certain general or
admiral has been “put in his place” by his
civilan boss. But more often than not it
does not make good sense as far as national
security is concerned. The concept of civil-
lan control over the military was never in-
tended to extend to operational authority
over the combat forces except as legally
vested {n the President of the United States.
And I cannot recall any President who has
ever tried to fight a battle from the White
House.

Many of the silly administrative require-
ments imposed on the operating forces stem
from the Pentagon and result from decisions
made by transitory self-styled military ex-
perts who had little or no military opera-
tional experience when they assumed office
and who will vacate their political offices in
a few years at most having become opera-
tional military experts by commanding a
large mohagany desk with an occasional side
trip to the operating services. This is no
reflection on those dedicated men, such as
James Forresial, who knew what their re-
sponsiblilties were and discharged them with
great credit to themselves and great benefit

40 the Nation.

It used to be that the War and Navy De-
partments exiated for the support of their
operating forces. Now it would appear that
the operating forces of the Army, Navy, and
Alr Porce exist to support a colossal admin-
istrative organization in the Pentagon, in
which respective service departments have
been submerged to the point of anonymity.
I have the sad—and somewhat frightening—
idea that In the maze of administrative and
technical matters which consume so much
time In the Pentagon, there seems to have
been a loss of memory as fo the purpose of
armies, navies, and air forces. They appear
to have forgotten that it is the operating
forces who must win wars, when and If wars
are fought. Perhaps they should be re-
minded that it it were not for the operating
forces there would be no need for a Depart-
ment of Defense. As the hirings and firings
of top military officers who dare to express
their considered military judgment continue,
the law of averages is bound to take over.
Booner or later an amenable service chief
will be found who i8 willing to sacrifice his
professional judgment for his job. And when
that happens, the security of thls Natlon
most certainly will have it.

Whose Quality?
EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. JOHN D. DINGELL
OF MICHIGAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, November 14, 1963
Mr. DINGELL. Mr., Speaker, pur-
suant to permission granted, I insert into
the Appendix of the. Coamssxonn

-
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oo oF mewskd
" HON. WILLIAM G. B‘R’@_{

OF INDIANA ‘
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
- Thursday, November 7, 1963
Mr. BRAY. Mr. Speaker, I submit
rewith a column by Michael Padev, as
appeared in the November 8, 1963,
sue of the Indianapolis Star. .
SITED STATES WoOULD EuLocize DiEM 1F He
' WERE RED
(By Michael Padev)

"WaSINGTON.~—What do you think would
ave happened if the savagely murdered
~esident of South Vietnam, Ngo Dinh Diem,
ad been a Communist or a leftwing social-
7 or & pro-Communist “Neutralist.”

First, Ambassador Adlal Stevenson, with a
ad face, trembling voice, ‘and almost tears
1 his eyes, would have made a solemn tele-~
Bslon statement denouncing indignantly
he murder as a “cérime against civilization,”
7hich-had “shocked the conscience of the
vorld.” "In case you have forgotten, this is
Xactly what Mr. Stevenson did when the
Jongo politicdl leader, Patrice Lumumba,
was assassinated some 21, years ago.

Lumumba held no’ official position when
Qe was killed; he was ho friend of the United
States, he was a near-Communist and “neu-
Erglist” adventurer, who was also a drug
addict and a convicted thief. But the Com-
munists, pro-Communists and “neutralists”
simply loved bhim and, hence, “the con-
science of the world” was 2astly aroused,

gécond, thé Communists and the “ned-

tralists’” in the United Nations would have
passed a resolution demanding a full in-
vestigation and & U.N. Assembly debate on
the Diem overthrow. The United States,
mindful of “world public opinion,” would
have sided with the Reds and the “neutral-
ists,” and the U.N. Assembly would have
heard many speeches glorifying the memory
of Diem. . : .

‘This, in case you have forgotten, was ex~
actly what the U.N. did about Lumumba.
) -BHOCK AND HORROR

Third, White House and State Department
spokesmen, " Including . President Kennedy
and- Secretary of State Dean Rusk, would
haye publlcly - expressed their “shack and
horror” and “heartfelt indignation.” They
would have made {t clear that a military
Junta which came to power by such violent
unconstitutional means would not be recog-
nized as the Government of South Vietnam
unless 1t “guaranteed” free elections, “raptd-
1y returned to civillan rule,” ete.

It would have also been announced that
the Unlted States would suspend all aid to
South Vietham “pending the restoration of
democratic order.”

In. case you have forgottén, such was the
attitude of the Kennedy administration to-
ward severa]l military coups undertaken in
seyeral TLaifn Américan countries against
leftwing governinernts of one sort or another,

Las}, but hot least, the liberal establish-
ment would have risen immediately and
vociferously “in' protest against “police re-
presstons” {n’ South Vietnam. ~ Prof. Lionel
Apalling* from ‘California  (Nobel Prize
winnei) and Prof. Allen Schmelinger of
New  York ' (Pulitzer Prize wWinner) would
have headed s nationwide, bipartisan com-
mittée for a free South Vietnam, The New
York Time€ would have catrled a full page
ad demanding that “those responsible for the
horrible crimes” against humapity in South
Vietham' be apprehended and punished,

© 7 RIGHT 'WING EXTREMISTS -

The Washington Post would have pub-

lished an indignant editorial pointing out

[ AR

that “rightwing extremists,” in South Viet-
nam as well as in France, in the United
States, and in Timbuktu, are a danger to
world peace.

Well, all these things would have hap-
pened, had Diem been a Communist, or a
pro-Communist neutralist, or a leftwing
socialist, But Diem, instead, had the mis-
fortune of being a militant anti-Communist,
heading a regime which was, on the whole,
quite popular. . 8

Diem also—unlike the Communist and

.pro-Communist herces of ‘“world public

opinion,” had a decent respect for the demo~
cratle and parllamentary institutions of his
country. His regime was not, of course, &
model democracy, but, comparatively speak-
ing it was a representative regime, based on
free elections. In addition, under Diem,
South Vietnam enjoyed considerable free-
dom of the press. .

One can understand why the Communists
considered Diem as their No. 1 enemy in
Vietnam, as well as south Asia. But can
you understand why the “liberals” treated
Diem the way they did? ,

Can you understand why “lberals,” in
\gfral, behave the way they do? I can't.

Publisher Horvitz Reports on White
House Visit

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

oP
'HON. JOHN M. ASHBROOK
- OF OHIO .
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, November 14, 1963

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, I read
with interest the report of Harry R. Hor~
vitz, publisher of the Mansfield News~
Journal, regarding a recent visit to the
White House as the guest of President
Kennedy. - This article appeared in the.
November 10 issue of the News-Journal,
one of the outstanding papers in my
district.

I was particularly Interested in one
very perceptive remark which Mr. Hor~
vitz made. He sald: )

He [the President] was articulate on all
subjects—including politics. He 1s fond of
Barry Goldwater personally, although he
recoghlzes the basic philosophic¢ differences.
His characterization of the major differences
between himself and Nelson Rackefeller was
right to the point, the only difference being
that Rockefeller was out and Kennedy in.

‘What an accurate statement. - The
only differences between President Ken-
nedy and Governor Rockefeller belng
that the President is in office and the
Governor is not. I call this firsthand
report on a White House visit to the at-
tention of the Members of this body.
PUBLISHER REPORTS ON WHITE HouUse VIsrr

(Eptron’s Nore.~Along with 19 other news-
papermen, the publisher of the News-
Journal was a guest at the White House last
week. Here is his report of his vistt.)

_(By H. R. Horvitz)

I had lunch last Wednesday in the State
Dining Room of the White House just one
seat away- from President John F. Kennedy.

The invitation came to me in the form of a
telegram, . “I would be most pleased to have
you as my guest.” Even Barry Goldwater's
ltxlllc;ther could not refuse an invitation like

S, .

Following the instructions of the telegram,
I walked to the northwest gate of the White
House. After proving my identity I was
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allowed io proceed up to the front door.
There graclous servants took-my coat and.
ushered me to a table on which was a silver
howl and seating chart of the dining table,
I drew a card from the bowl, a lucky draw
indeed for it determined that I would be
seated just one seat away from the President..
Before golng into lunch the group of 20
Ohlo editors and publishers, who had been
Invited, gathered in the historic. Red Room,.
Here drinks were served and the Presidential
Press Secretary,. Plerre Salinger, arrived to
put us all at ease, E
Suddenly there was complete silence—
everyone stood erect and the President of the
United States entered. He shook hands and .
sald a few words of welcome to each of us.
‘We were at ease immediately. .
John F, Kennedy is a strikingly handsome
man, He is very tall and well built. His
complexion was s0 healthy that it looked as
if he were wearing makeup:. Today he did:
not need a haircut.. I was glad our wives
were not present for he is easily as good
looking as any movie star and I'm afraid we
would all suffer by comparison. - ..
-.-He suggested that -one of us should, lead
the way to the dining room, but we all de-
ferred in unison, “But, Mr. President you are
the leader.” . ® o
The table was set with lace-edged doillies
and. the official gold plated silverware, and
Lennox china. Each of us had a. hand-,
somely gold lettered placecard and printed
menu at our place. i :
The food was delicious. First, shells filled
with crabmeat thermidor.  Then sirloin
steak with wafflé potatoes and green. peas.
Dessert was a mocha Bavarian mousse topped
with whipped cream. Red wine was served
with the meal and demitasse afterward,
SHARP ATTIRE.

I was so close to the President that I
could not help notieing his very sharp attire,
He wore a two-button blue sult with narow
trousers and sleeves, - white shirt french
cuffed. and a.dark blue tfe. He ate with.
great relish, even .enjoying the rich dessert.,
Afterward he smoked a thin cigar, the first of.
three during the afternocon. .

The President steered .the luncheon con-
versation away from the important problems.
of our day but he did tell us of some of the
great decislons which he faces; For example,.
many of the portraits of former Presidents
are 8o poor that he i3 most anxious to choose
the proper portrait palnter for himself, His.
portralt should be painted before he leaves
office, but.of course Mr. Kennedy wouldn’t
say what that exact date would be. :

The service was excellent so the meal.
wes over in a half hour. For 114 hours after~
ward we discussed varfous political and
economic problems. Everyone was relaxed,
probably made so by the President’s wit and .
informal attitude, . i .

He was articulate on all subjects—includ-
ing politics. He is fond of BarrY Gorp-
WATER personally, although he recognizes the
basic philosophic differences. His character-
izgtion of the major differences hetween
himself and Nelson Rockefeller was right to
the point, the only difference being that

_ Rockefeller was out and Kennedy in.

His unhurried and leisurely manner, his
obvious enjoyment of the luncheon and his
ease In handling each question was most
impressive. He was most diplomatic in hear-
our demands for a balanced budget but not
to the exclusion of a few favorite projects
Tor Ohio. :

As the luncheon meeting drew to a close,
the President made a masterful political
move,  He offered to autograph the menus
for the benefit of our chilldren or grandchil-
dren at home, Then after a cordial hand-
shake, the President went back to his work,

As I walked down the White House steps
out into the rain, I could not help thinking
what @& remarkable country this is when
the President is willing to take time from
his busy schedule to invite newspaper peo-
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ple, some from very small papers, to have
lunch with him. But as long as our Presl-
dent must. run for reslection, it is obvious
thal the views of ne;upnpm'- or any other
voters are vez:y important indeed.

S e

Kennedy Admmulnhon Aid fot Cnha'.’ :

mmsxon or nmagxs

HON, srgy;n N B. DERQUNIAY.

N m!-:_novsz OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, October 22, 1963
Mr. DEROUNIAN. Mr, Speaker, a lit-
tle over a year ago we were about to be
blasted off the face of the earth by Rus-
Cuba. Now, according

slan misslles jn.
- togh article by Robert S. Allen and Paut

"Seott, In the Long Island Press of No-

vémber 8, we are to glve emergency aid
10 Cuba. When will we wake up?

“The article follows:
ﬁmcu Am Prax rox Cum 1s Baxwing
* (By Rober 't 8. Allen and Paul Scott)

WasnNaTON.~—There is something afoot.on
gfving huwrricane-ravaged and Communist-
d Cuba emergency relief in the

. mismanage
form 6f surplus U.S. farm commodities.

- PHe project is very hush-hush and
shrouded . In tightest secrecy. But the fol-
Iowing 1s definitely known:

Influentlal. United Nations sources have

put out feelers to.the State Department on

hurricane aid for Cubs. Thess backstage
qvirtures have bheen made with the knowl-

and, approval of puppet Dictator Fidel
Castro—despite his violent diatribes against
axcepting help from imperialists.

The little-Xnown Interdepartmental Com-
mitiee on Principles for Cuba, headed by
ﬂmttaryDeanRusk,heprormsthepm-

ty of incressing contacts with the

1 Central Intcmlenco Agency report, sube
m.t tted to President Kennedy, states that the
& hurricane that ravaged Cuba last
Inflicted “catastrophic” damage on its

op ip. Oriente Province, which pro-

auceg abnut 0 percent of this grain, was

destroyed and mare than 50 percent of the
Tice and tobacco crops were lost.

estimates Cuba’s total sugar output

thuymmnbemmmznsoooom

That is tely one-third of the 8-

mlﬂion—plua tons averaged between 1957 and

ver. -

18 alao mare than 3 miilion tons less than

, year's production, which was 1 million

the previous year. Since the

under
- Reds have ruled Cuba, there has besn a

steady decline in sugar output. The same
i8 true of every other expart commodity.

’ month’s massive hurricane destruoc-
tion compounded the already high crop losses
due o incompetence, wuu.
spgbunz;lna-

onal leaders have gotten wind of
the unidercover move to extend hurricane atd
t0 Cuba, and are keeping a close eye on the
matter, . They are particularly aroused be-
calse of the bitter batile raging In the Sen-
ale over the President’s multibillion-dollar

8id program.
‘to the hurricane. Cuba had shipped
enl Jbundred thousand tons of sugar to
"China In exchange for 100,000 tons of
rice. To help meet Cuba's serious shortage
of footwear. Red China has sent a large
ent of ahqes made of cloth and rubber,
m&aranqmmymwdwm:y
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boots. The Cuban freighter Puerio de
Nuevitas, which salled from Port Marlel with
tanks, srtillery, and ammunltion for Algeria,
switched names In mid-Atlantic. Port

.. Mariel 18 used by Russla to unload most of
"ﬂsmm:arymypUH and personnel.

has_ s simple strata-
gem for duckmg disconcerting congressional
questions.

With unusual candor, the State Depart-
ment head disclosed this during a private
meeling with the Senate Forelgn Relations
Comumittes. He had been sharply grilled on
the embattled foreign ald bill, and Senator
Sruaxy Syauneron, Democrat, of Missouri,
chided him for belng evasive.

“Senator, when I was a young member of
the State Department and was down {n this
part of town.” replied Rusk, "I was advised
that when 1 got & question that I couldn't
answer, to answer another one.”

Wheat Sale Concern Continues

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
or

HON. JOHN 0. MARSH, JR.

OF VIRGINIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, November 13, 1863

Mr. MARSH. Mr. Bpeaker, the wheat
deal with the Boviet Union continues to
cause concern among many citizens.
There is wonderment that our Govern-
ment seems so determined to accomplish
this transaction that it is willing to plod
forward In negotiating terms in the face
of repeated Soviet threats and black-
mail, such as the harrassment of our
military convoys on the autobahn and
the arrest on spy charges of an American
educator who .apparently has not seen
fit to view Boviet communism as the ideal
way of life.

In this connection, I include an edi-
torial which appeared recently in the
Northern Virginia Daily, a responsible
daily newspaper published ln Strasburg,
Va. The editorial follows:

CaLs Orr THX WHEAT SALE

We see no good reason why our Govern-
ment should continue the cat and mouss
game we have been playing with BSoviet
Premlier Khrushchevy., One moinent we are
the friends of the Russian people and the
next we are their anemies, on the verge of a
shooting war.

The mutable politiclan in the Kremlin can
turn it on or off faster than any man in mod-
ern history—today professing warm friend-
ship for the United States and tomorrow
busily probing for our weaknesses,

In Moscow Wednesday, Mr. Khrushchev
implied to a group of American busineasmen
that the convoy incident on the autobahn
Tuesday could have ended in nuclear war.
And he Indirectly served notice that future
‘Western convoys on the autobahn will be
held up unless they bow to what he termed
established procedure. Which, of course, 18
a unilateral premise based on a blatant and
illegal disregard for Western rights of access
to and from West Berlin.

While the Soviet delegation is In Wash-
ington megotiating for the sale of American
wheat, and threatening to call off the entire
deal unless their stipulations for shipment
of the wheat are met, we are literally being
challenged in Berlin. Not only challenged,
but threatened as well.

Our responsibility to the civilized world
requires that We negotiate on g
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basis with the Soviets, In a continulng effort
to find formulas for preserving the peace of
the world.

Frankly, we were also one of those who
were inclined to look favorably on the $250

. milljon wheat deal with the Sovlets, as a

practical way of reducing our wheat sur-
pluses and at the same time improving our
dollar balance in Europe.

But, we do not have to do business with
them, and wunder present conditions we
should not. We, don't like being bullied.
We don’t like being threatened. Every time
our relations with the Soivets take a turn
for the better, or the worse, we have the
strangest feellng we are getting a Judas kiss
from the man in the Kremlin, In other
‘words, to use a modern, but trite expression,
we are being had.

Our present judgment is that in view of
the complicated structure of our relations
with the Sovlets, in which it is diffcult if
not Impossibie to divorce the economie from
the military, and in view of the belligerent
attitude they are now showing, the wheat
sale negotiations should be called off.

Nor should they be resumed until such
time as there is definite proof, of a perma-
nent nature, of improved relations.

Tito’s Brand of Communism Puts Yugo-
slavia Ahead of Neighbors

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
ar

HON. CORNELIUS E. GALLAGHER

OF NEW JERSEY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, October 16, 1963

Mr. GALLAGHER. Mr. Speaker, Yu-
goslavia, while a relatively small nation,
has played a very large part in the great
post war power struggle.

I believe that history will point to the
independent nature of Yugoslavia and
its assertion of this desire for inde-
pendence against Russia as having
played a very signiflcant role.

In the hope that greater understand-
ing will be brought to Yugoslavia and its
relationship with the United States, un-
der permission previously granted, I in-
sert the Informatlve article by Robert H.
Estabrook that appeared in the Wash-
ington Post:

Trro's BRAND oF COMMUNISM Purs Yuao-
BLAVIA AHEAD OF NEIGHEORS
{By Robert H. Estabrook)

BrLGRADE~To understand what independ-
ent communism has come to mean in Yugo-
slavia, the Western visitor really ought to
travel first through Eastern Europe or the
Soviet Unlon.

Contrasts beiween conditions in Com-
munist-bloc countries and the feverish activ-
ity here are so great that they almost make
Yugoslavia seem a citadel of free enterprise.

1t 1s not free in the Western sense, but it
has rewards for individual initlative found
in no other Communist country. Yugosla-
via has developed & market economy with a
supply demand price system and a wage
range of individual incomes.

Belgrade, until recently a Serbian small
town, has begun to look like a capital. Even
in the last 18 months its face has been
changed by new skyscrapers, some of them
with imaginative use of glass. An imposing
array of government buildings across the
Sava River at Novl Beograd has touches of
Brasilia, FRI sl

Approved For Release 2003/10/10 : CIA-RDPBSBOO?83R000200170005-9

§



